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Ohio lobbyists fail to report $55,000 in legislative gifts for first 4 months of 2017 

http://www.cleveland.com/metro/index.ssf/2017/06/state_legislative_inspector_ge.html 

Ohio lobbyists failed to report about $55,000 in gifts, meals and beverages for legislators during the 
first four months of this year, according to a report from the legislative inspector general. That's more 
than in past years. 

The inspector general's office follows statehouse calendars, social media, reservations and tips to  keep 
track of lobbying activity and compares it to submitted reports, Inspector General Tony Bledsoe said 
in a news release. All meals and beverages of any cost and all gifts of more than $25 must be reported. 

"In most cases, the filer submitted a statement with an affirmative declaration of 'no expenditures,'" 
the news release states. "As lobbyists and employers work to amend their lobbying reports, the OLIG 
reminds all filers to review calendars, receipts and other records before submitting a lobbying Activity 
& Expenditure Report. Knowingly filing a false statement is a misdemeanor of the first degree."  

Bledsoe attributes the increase in unreported expenses to several factors: human error, complacency 
on the lobbyists' end due to focus on the state budget and sometimes purposefully dodging the 
reports. 

Lobbyists are required to file activity and expenditure reports with the state's Joint Legislative Ethics 
Committee three times per year. 

Bledsoe said it's been about 10 years since there's been a "slip" in compliance rates, but occurrences 
such as this tend to be cyclical. 

"Our goal is to simply get information out to the public," Bledsoe said. "We will work together with 
them [lobbyists] to correct this trend of increased delinquencies."  

More than 80 companies and organizations failed to file a report at all, according to the inspector 
general's office. 

One local organization, the Western Reserve Historical Society, said that oversight was the reason it 
hadn't filed a report. 

"There was a changing of the guard in our financial office earlier this year, and now that we're aware 
of it, our new CFO was on the phone today taking care of it," Kelly Falcone-Hall, the president and CEO 
of Western Reserve Historical Society told cleveland.com 

Below is the office's complete list of delinquent employers. 

http://www.cleveland.com/metro/index.ssf/2017/06/state_legislative_inspector_ge.html


EMPLOYER   TYPE PERIOD DUE 

Adams County Board of 
Commissioners   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Advantage Capital Partners   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Advantage Capital Partners   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Akron Art Museum   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

American Jewish Archives   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Associated Food & Petroleum 
Dealers, Inc   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

AssureCare   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Center for American 
Entrepreneurship   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Cobra Pipeline Co., LTD   Executive Jan-Apr17 

College of American Pathologists   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Columbus Association for the 
Performing Arts   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Columbus Association for the 
Performing Arts   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Community Papers of Ohio and West 
Virginia   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

COPsync, Inc   Executive Jan-Apr17 

COPsync, Inc   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

CrescoLabs   Executive Jan-Apr17 

CS Platform Technologies   Executive Jan-Apr17 

CS Platform Technologies   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Custom Culinary, Inc.   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Custom Culinary, Inc.   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

DanielsStoryLLC   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Deemsys, Inc.   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Dixie Brands, Inc.   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Dixie Brands, Inc.   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

DLZ Ohio Inc.   Executive Jan-Apr17 

ESB Investments, Inc.   Executive Jan-Apr17 

ESB Investments, Inc.   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Faith in Public Life   Executive Jan-Apr17 



Faith in Public Life   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Golden Bridge Academy   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Heritage Ohio, Inc   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Informatica Corporation   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Institute for Principled Policy   Executive Jan-Apr17 

J W Marketing LLC   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Junior League of Cleveland   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Lake Health   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Lake Health   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

League of Women Voters of Ohio   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

LifeStyle Communities   Executive Jan-Apr17 

LifeStyle Communities   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Lorain City School District   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Lorain City School District   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Lumos Innovation   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Marsy's Law for All   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Mead & Hunt, Inc.   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Miles McClellan Construction   Executive Jan-Apr17 

National Expungement Database 
Center, LLC   Executive Jan-Apr17 

National Expungement Database 
Center, LLC   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Next Episode LLC   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Office Depot   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Office Depot   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Association of Regional 
Councils   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Association of Regional 
Councils   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Aviation Association   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Aviation Association   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Christian University   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Christian University   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Coal Association   Executive Jan-Apr17 



Ohio Coal Association   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Coin Laundry Group   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Creditor's Attorneys 
Association   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Creditor's Attorneys 
Association   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Dominican University   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Environmental Health 
Association   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Gun Owners   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Living   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Living   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Medical Holdings LLC   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio National Guard Association   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Occupational Therapy, Physical 
Therapy & Athletic Trainers Board   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Optical Dispensers Board   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Petroleum Marketers & 
Convenience Store Association   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Petroleum Marketers & 
Convenience Store Association   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Public Transit Association   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Public Transit Association   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Ready Mixed Concrete Assn 
d/b/a Ohio Concrete   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Rights Group   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Self Determination Association   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Society of Pathologists   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ohio Society of Radiologic 
Technologists   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Optimum Technology   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Orwell-Trumbull Pipeline Co., LLC   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Ottawa/Sandusky/Seneca Solid 
Waste Management District   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Pearson   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Pearson   Legislative Jan-Apr17 



Port of Cleveland   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Prospect House   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Prospect House   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Pure Green Health, LLC   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Rock and Roll Hall of Fame and 
Museum   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Rock and Roll Hall of Fame and 
Museum   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Rye Development, LLC   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Securus Technologies, Inc.   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Securus Technologies, Inc.   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Sensus Healthcare   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Sensus Healthcare   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Tailored Management   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Tailored Management   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Tax Ease Ohio   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

The Centers for Families and 
Children   Executive Jan-Apr17 

The Centers for Families and 
Children   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

The Energy Professionals of Ohio   Executive Jan-Apr17 

The Energy Professionals of Ohio   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

The Green Solution   Executive Jan-Apr17 

The Green Solution   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

Tucker Ellis LLP   Executive Jan-Apr17 

U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance   Executive Jan-Apr17 

U.S. Sportsmen's Alliance   Legislative Jan-Apr17 

UHCAN Ohio   Executive Jan-Apr17 

United Collection Bureau, Inc   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Warren County Port Authority   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Western Reserve Historical Society   Executive Jan-Apr17 

Western Reserve Historical Society    

 

 



Democrat & Chronicle 
June 9, 2017 

NY lobbyists earned a record in 2016 

http://www.democratandchronicle.com/story/news/politics/albany/2017/06/09/ny-lobbyists-earned-
new-record-2016/102677896/ 

Lobbying in New York was a $243 million business in 2016, with more than 7,300 lobbyists raking in a 
record sum, a report released Thursday said. 

Special-interest spending at the state Capitol and in local governments continues to be massive: Money 
doled out for lobbying grew 61 percent over the past decade, from $151 million in 2006 to $243 million 
last year, a report from the Joint Commission on Public Ethics found. 

"It’s a big money game. The money gets bigger. The lobbyists get richer," said Blair Horner, legislative 
director for the New York Public Interest Research Group. "It’s questionable whether New Yorkers are 
better off." 

Last year's haul was on par with 2015, but with a few caveats: The spending on lobbyists by groups hit a 
record $218 million. The only falloff was on advertising by advocacy groups and companies, which spent 
$10 million, or 45 percent less than in 2015, said the commission, which oversees lobbying in New York.  

The number of lobbyists and clients were also a new record, the commission said. 

The spending, which also includes activities in New York City,  came in an election year for the state 
Legislature when key issues like ride-hailing upstate and rent-control laws in New York were being 
debated in Albany. 

And the issues at stake were reflected in the lobbying data. 

The top spending entity was the Rent Stabilization Association of New York City at $3.6 million; followed 
by the Greater New York Hospital Association; the New York State Nurses Association; and Uber 
Technologies Inc. 

The top spenders were a change from 2015, when education reforms were a hot topic. In that year, the 
Invest in Education Coalition, which wanted the state to provide a tax credit for contributions to private 
and religious schools, spent $5.1 million. 

The bid was unsuccessful, though, as the New York State United Teachers union countered with its own 
$4.6 million in spending in 2015, the records showed. 

Last year, the Invest in Education Coalition spent just $369,400. 

Horner, who himself is a registered lobbyist for NYPIRG, said the drop in advertising spending may be a 
function of groups deciding to spend more money on lobbyists who have close ties to the Legislature and 
the Governor's Office. 

"As Albany becomes more secretive, and that’s what has happened, the value of the hot-wired insider 
goes up," Horner contended. 

The top lobbying firm in 2016 was Kasirer LLC, the New York City-based company which reported $10.4 
million in total compensation and reimbursed expenses. 

That was followed by Brown & Weinraub with nearly $9 million and Bolton St. Johns LLC at just over $8.5 
million. 

http://www.democratandchronicle.com/story/news/politics/albany/2017/06/09/ny-lobbyists-earned-new-record-2016/102677896/
http://www.democratandchronicle.com/story/news/politics/albany/2017/06/09/ny-lobbyists-earned-new-record-2016/102677896/


At Bolton St. Johns, Giorgio DeRosa is the firm's top Albany lobbyist and the father of Melissa DeRosa, 
Gov. Andrew Cuomo's top aide who has said she recuses herself from any matters involving her father's 
work. 

Financial Times 

June 10, 2017 

Nuns target Google parent over spending on political lobbying 

https://www.ft.com/content/3ffeebbe-4c32-11e7-919a-1e14ce4af89b 

The best-known activist investors pushing for change at the biggest US businesses tend to be media-savvy 
hedge fund managers who have no qualms about publicly attacking a company’s strategy, board or chief 
executive. 

Last week, Alphabet, the parent company of Google, came under pressure from a less vociferous but 
equally passionate activist: a group of nuns from Baltimore. They want the technology company to reveal 
more information about what it spends on political lobbying. 

The Benedictine Sisters of Baltimore were among 20 shareholders who signed a proposal calling on the 
tech giant to provide an annual breakdown of its efforts to influence legislation. The level of support for 
that motion at Alphabet’s annual meeting last Wednesday is yet to be published. 

Alphabet is not the only company to be targeted over its spending on political lobbying. Last year, 63 of 
the biggest US-listed companies faced shareholder resolutions calling for greater transparency on their 
political lobbying activities. 

This was a marked increase on 2010, when five similar resolutions were filed, according to the Sustainable 
Investments Institute, a non-profit organization based in Washington. Although listed companies have to 
disclose how much they spend on lobbying at a federal level, they are not required to share detailed 
information on this activity at a state level, or through third parties such as trade associations. 

“It concerns us that companies are in effect funding third parties to lobby for legislation at a state and 
federal level, which we believe is at odds with the interests of long-term shareholders,” says Mirza Baig, 
head of investment stewardship at Aviva Investors, one of the UK’s largest asset managers. 

“This is of particular concern in the extractive, energy and healthcare sectors, where intermediaries are 
known to have lobbied against issues such as climate change-related legislation and healthcare reform. 
We have supported all related shareholder proposals that look to open the lid on this issue.” 

Sister Susan Mika, who is based in Texas but works with the monastery in Baltimore, adds that the 
lobbying issue is “very important” to the nuns, who have a chunk of their retirement savings invested in 
companies like Alphabet. Sister Mika’s monastery in San Antonio, and another 19 monasteries across the 
US, cosigned a handful of similar resolutions last year. 

“Wherever that money is going, we feel like there should be disclosure so we can see what [the 
companies] are doing, and if it is against what they are saying publicly,” she says. “Are they trying to undo 
regulations, or to put pressure on political persons? There are some big institutions that have fought us 
on this for a long time.” 

The issue is in the spotlight due to growing public concern about the influence of business associations, 
such as the American Legislative Exchange Council (Alec) and the US Chamber of Commerce, on new 
legislation. 

https://www.ft.com/content/3ffeebbe-4c32-11e7-919a-1e14ce4af89b


Over the past five years, many large companies, including Coca-Cola, Ford and BP, have withdrawn their 
membership from Alec after the organization came under heavy criticism for helping to draft controversial 
legislation on gun control, immigration and environmental reforms. 

But the amount companies spend on membership of Alec and other trade associations remains unclear. 
James Shein, professor of strategy at the Kellogg School of Management at Northwestern University in 
Chicago, says: “Political lobbying is a field that has been intentionally shrouded in darkness and mystery 
on the part of many chief executives and corporations. 

“I have served on the board of directors of several distressed companies, and sometimes the chairman of 
the board does not even know what the company is spending on political lobbying. There is no way for 
shareholders to know how many dollars are being spent on the chief executive’s pet projects, which may 
not be in the best interests of the company or its shareholders.” 

So far, few proposals on political lobbying have been successful. Since 2010, only 13 of the 563 resolutions 
relating to political activity have received the backing of more than 50 per cent of a company’s 
shareholders. 

Most of these proposals call on companies to provide an annual disclosure of how much a company has 
spent on lobbying, directly or indirectly, and which organizations’ received those payments; to set out 
which trade associations they are members of; and to explain who the decision makers are when it comes 
to allocating money for lobbying. 

Fluor, the Texas-based engineering company, and NiSource, the Indiana-headquartered natural-gas 
company, were the only groups to encounter full-scale investor rebellions last year, when more than half 
of their shareholders backed calls for greater disclosure. 

Nonetheless, the investors behind these proposals believe they are beginning to gain traction at the 
companies where they are pushing for more disclosure, as well as larger, more influential investors. In 
January, Allergan, the pharmaceutical company, began sharing more information on its lobbying activity 
at a state level, the trade groups it supports and how much it spends on membership of these groups. 

Last September, the International Corporate Governance Network, an influential organization that 
represents large investors with a collective $26tn of assets, advised its members to support shareholder 
proposals on political and lobbying disclosure. 

“When corporate lobbying and political contributions take place in the dark, it is not only shareholder 
value that is put at risk; democracy itself is also weakened,” it said at the time. 

Prof Shein says: “You have to drag [companies] kicking and screaming sometimes to get them to [disclose 
more]. But people are getting fed up of the amount of money being spent on buying elections. I think it 
will happen slowly and a handful of companies [will reveal more information about their lobbying activity] 
each year. And then more companies will feel pressured to do it.” 

Campaigners on this issue are hopeful that the big three investor heavyweights, BlackRock, State Street 
and Vanguard, will join the calls for greater disclosure on political lobbying. They are particularly 
encouraged by signals of support from the three large proxy voting agencies, ISS, Glass Lewis and Pirc, 
which advise big investors on how to vote at AGMs. 

All three voting agencies recommended that Alphabet’s shareholders support the motion calling on the 
company to detail its lobbying expenditure. 



But there is a mixed picture within the investor community. BlackRock, the world’s largest fund house, 
voted against every shareholder proposal on political lobbying in the US last year. The New York-based 
company also came under pressure to reveal more about its lobbying activity this year. 

By contrast, State Street, the world’s third-largest asset manager, supported such proposals at 12 
companies, including Walt Disney, Alphabet, Facebook and ExxonMobil. 

Lauren Compere, director of shareholder engagement at Boston Common Asset Management, which last 
year called on Verizon and Oracle to disclose more information on their political lobbying activity, says: 
“Oracle and Verizon have not changed anything [since Boston Common filed its resolutions]. But I think 
we are opening the door to some large investors looking at this issue as a real governance risk. There is 
so much dark money that investors don’t have visibility on. That really should be a concern for more 
mainstream investors.” 

Heidi Welsh, executive director at the Sustainable Investments Institute, agrees: “With a lot of money 
sloshing about in the system, and disagreement on policy direction, investors tend to want more 
information, rather than less, from their portfolio companies. 

“And if investors are really concerned about key issues such as climate change, they will pay particular 
attention to what companies are trying to accomplish. That means they will want more public 
accountability for influence spending, not less.” 

Truthout.org 

June 11, 2017 

Organizations Representing Corporations Pass Regressive Legislation in the Shadows 

http://www.truth-out.org/news/item/40886-organizations-representing-corporations-pass-regressive-
legislation-in-the-shadows 

Corporations and the organizations representing them have pushed legislation in state governments, 
often bypassing Congress, explains political economist Gordon Lafer in this exclusive interview with 
Truthout. This is made possible, in part, by the minimal coverage that state legislatures generally receive 
from the corporate media. 

Mark Karlin: Why do organizations representing corporations and corporations themselves find states 
so useful in advancing their agenda? 

Gordon Lafer: The power of the corporate lobbies is greatest at the level of state legislatures. While most 
people understandably find state politics too boring to pay attention to, the states have tremendous 
power to shape our economic lives. Starting with President Reagan, a host of policies that used to be the 
responsibility of the federal government have been turned over to the states. Even things that the federal 
government funds are carried out by the states. States control education funding, Medicaid funding, 
unemployment insurance, funding for health clinics and mass transit. They determine labor law for public 
employees and establish the minimum wage, [including the] special wage for [servers] and construction 
workers, and the right to paid sick leave. 

While the federal government is often deadlocked and typically passes only a few significant bills in a given 
two-year period, the states pass thousands of laws, partly because there is no filibuster in most states. 
Almost no one is paying attention to state politics -- less than one-quarter of Americans can even name 
their state representative -- and this leaves moneyed interests a freer hand. Money also goes further: 
Most state legislative races can be bought for cheap. In North Carolina, for instance, supermarket magnate 
and Koch collaborator Art Pope put $2.3 million into 20 targeted legislative races in 2010, effectively 

http://www.truth-out.org/news/item/40886-organizations-representing-corporations-pass-regressive-legislation-in-the-shadows
http://www.truth-out.org/news/item/40886-organizations-representing-corporations-pass-regressive-legislation-in-the-shadows


doubling the campaign budgets of his chosen candidates. He won 80 percent of those races, helping that 
state's legislature become all-Republican for the first time since Reconstruction. 

Finally, gerrymandering of district lines is even more intense at the state level, meaning most Republicans 
run in districts where the GOP primary is the only real election. This gives the corporate lobbies a realistic 
threat of primarying someone from the right if they don't do what the donors want -- meaning the money 
people have increased influence no only over who gets elected but also over how they act once in office. 
All of these factors combine to explain why "purple" states like Wisconsin, Michigan, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
North Carolina and Florida have radical right-wing state legislatures even though the population as a 
whole is evenly split between Democrats and Republicans, as seen in presidential elections. 

Can you name some of the corporate lobbying groups that are particularly active at the state level? 

The three biggest corporate lobbies in the country are the US Chamber of Commerce, the National 
Association of Manufacturers and the National Federation of Independent Business. All of these have 
state affiliates that are among the most active in their state's politics. It's important to differentiate 
between local chambers of commerce -- which are mostly non-political organizations aimed at boosting 
local tourism and economic development -- and national or state-level organizations, which focus on 
politics and lobbying. In recent years, these traditional "big three" have been joined by Americans for 
Prosperity, which is the Koch brothers' primary vehicle for state legislative activity. 

In addition, a host of employer associations from specific industries are often active on issues that affect 
their own interests. This includes the Retail Association, Restaurant Association, Grocers' Association, 
Associated Builders and Contractors, and more. These groups have lobbied for priorities such as lower 
minimum wages, dismantling unions, eliminating rights to paid sick leave, and replacing adults with 
teenage labor. 

The American Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC) is particularly adept at offering similar template 
legislation to states. Can you explain why they are so effective at it? 

ALEC is the main vehicle through which corporate politics are coordinated at the state level. Hundreds of 
the biggest corporations in the country have been active in ALEC, including many household-name 
companies such as GM and Ford, Facebook and Amazon, Blue Cross/Blue Shield, Home Depot and 
Walmart, Coca-Cola, Koch Industries and other oil firms, banks, pharmaceutical companies, private prison 
corporations, and more. In addition, many national organizations such as [the Pharmaceutical Research 
and Manufacturers of America], the National Restaurant Association and the US Chamber of Commerce 
are members of ALEC and coordinate their state-level politics through this organization. 

Roughly one-quarter of all state legislators in the country are members of ALEC -- they pay $50 [per] year 
in dues, and the rest of the expenses are paid by the corporations. ALEC holds several meetings a year in 
which members sit in committees made of equal numbers of state legislators and corporate lobbyists, 
where they write model bills that are then introduced in cookie-cutter fashion in state after state. The 
same corporations that write the laws also contribute to these politicians' campaigns; fund their own 
political ads on radio, TV and digital media; and fund state-level advocacy groups to write briefing papers 
and supply paid experts for legislative testimony or media interviews. It's an intelligent, well-coordinated 
and very well-funded campaign. ALEC estimates that close to 200 of its bills are adopted into law each 
year. 

How did Wisconsin become a model for dismantling the government and whittling away at the rights 
of labor? 

In January 2010, the Supreme Court ruled [in Citizens United] that corporations can spend unlimited 
money on politics. Just a few months after that, the US Chamber of Commerce and some allies created 



something called Project RedMap, which aimed to make use of the newly unlimited corporate cash in 
order to win Republican control of state legislatures. The elections that fall were particularly important 
because, following the 2010 census, those legislators would redraw the district boundaries for both 
congressional and state legislative districts. Drawing on corporate cash, Project RedMap succeeded in 
turning 11 states that had been mixed Democratic-Republican to all-Republican control -- including 
Wisconsin. Gov. Scott Walker and dozens of Wisconsin legislators have been ALEC members, and the Koch 
brothers were one of the largest donors to the Walker campaign. Shortly after Walker took office, the 
president of the Koch-funded Americans for Prosperity visited Madison and told Walker he wanted to 
provide a "showdown" with public employee unions. The next month, Walker introduced legislation that 
effectively ended collective bargaining for the state's 175,000 public employees. 

There are several telling things about the Wisconsin "model." First, while [Governor] Walker claimed to 
be attacking public employees in the name of hard-working, non-union taxpayers in the private sector, 
the $2 billion in tax cuts that were paid for by layoffs and wage and benefit cuts for public employees did 
not go to hard-working families struggling to make ends meet in the private sector -- it went 
predominantly to the rich and privileged. Furthermore, Walker continually sought to play one group of 
workers off against the other. When he attacked public employees, he declared that he liked private 
sector unions, labeling them his "partners" in economic development. After the public sector unions were 
largely done away with, he turned to killing off private sector unions through a so-called "right-to-work" 
law -- but vowed to keep good relations with construction unions. After this, [Governor] Walker lowered 
wages on public sector construction work. And throughout this time, he also attacked non-union workers 
-- doing away with the right to paid sick leave in Milwaukee and making it illegal for any other city to vote 
to establish such a law; and even eliminating the state law guaranteeing workers one day's rest in seven. 
Part of the lesson from Wisconsin is for working people not to be fooled into turning against each other 
and realizing that all workers are in the crosshairs of the corporate lobbies. 

Is the war on public schools a major goal on the state level of these corporate and right-wing 
organizations? 

The attack on public education is like the "perfect storm" of right-wing politics, because it brings together 
several major organizations whose interests coalesce around destroying teachers' unions and doing away 
with the public school system. These include political strategists who believe teachers' unions fund 
Democrats and want to cut off support for their opponents; religious school movements who want to 
capture public tax dollars for themselves; and financial and technology firms who stand to make huge 
profits from privatization. 

The corporate lobbies are pushing legislation that fundamentally reshapes education. Children of the elite 
will continue to be taught a broad curriculum by experienced teachers in small classes. For everyone else, 
the corporate model includes younger, untrained, short-term and high-turnover teachers, who will teach 
canned lesson plans in large classes increasingly limited to reading and math -- with human teachers 
replaced wherever possible by digital instruction. The push to replace humans with technology rests on 
ALEC's success in passing state laws mandating that virtual classes receive the same dollars per student 
as regular classes taught by licensed teachers in physical classrooms. For this reason, the profit margins 
are enormous, and have drawn investment banks, hedge funds and venture capitalists flocking to the 
education market. Wall Street views the school system the same way it views Social Security: $500 billion 
of government-guaranteed funding flowing through the economy every year, that they can get their hands 
on if only they can change the laws. This is the overriding goal of "disruption." 

Beyond this, corporate lobbies that view America as an economy in irreversible decline are looking to 
lower everyone's expectations, as part of the process of normalizing the experience of downward mobility 
for the majority. A central part of that is gradually erasing from consciousness the idea that we have a 



right for our kids to get a decent education, simply by dint of living here and being citizens. Privatization 
through charter schools or voucher programs serves not only to divert public money into the private 
sector -- it also undermines the very idea of education as a public good, which the government is 
responsible for providing to all citizens. 

What are some of the other key goals of the corporate lobbying efforts on the state level? 

When you have unlimited cash, you can promote a very wide-ranging agenda, and this is what the 
corporate lobbies have done. Most people don't pay attention to these things until they affect our 
personal lives, but there is a growing number of aspects of our personal lives that will be impacted by 
corporate activism. The corporate lobbies are passing laws making it easier for corporations to force 
employees to sign non-compete clauses banning them from taking higher-paying jobs at competitors; to 
waive your right to sue if you're a victim of race or sex discrimination; or to be classified as "independent 
contractors" rather than "employees," thus losing the right to overtime pay, sick leave, pension or 
unionization. 

ALEC pushes to lower the minimum wage, cut wages for [servers], prohibit cities from enacting a right to 
paid sick leave or creating a mechanism to recover wages stolen by one's employers. They have passed 
laws cutting unemployment insurance and requiring that people out of work take jobs paying much less 
than they used to make, or get kicked off unemployment insurance. They do everything possible to 
destroy unions, to do away with tenure for both school teachers and university faculty, and to eliminate 
civil service protections even for non-union workers in the public sector. They are working hard to lower 
wages for both union and non-union workers in the construction industry, and to ban states from 
regulating occupational hazards such as repetitive motion injuries. They are pushing laws to replace adult 
labor with teenagers and to promote more NAFTA-style free trade treaties. They work ceaselessly to 
create more tax cuts for corporations and the rich and to defund schools, libraries, public transit, public 
health and virtually every other public service that poor, working- and middle-class families rely on. 

ArkansasOnline 
June 12, 2017 

Lobbyists report $695,000 spent in state for 1Q 

http://www.arkansasonline.com/news/2017/jun/11/lobbyists-report-695-000-spent-in-state-1/ 

A lobbyist for the Humane Society of the United States and a lobbyist for Everytown for Gun Safety Action 
Fund spent more than $78,000 and more than $58,000, respectively, during this year's regular legislative 
session. 

Their reported amounts were the most spent by any of the state's more than 350 registered lobbyists 
during the first three months of this year. 

During the first quarter, lobbying expenses totaled about $695,000 -- up from about $650,000 in the same 
period in 2015, the previous regular legislative session. This year's General Assembly convened Jan. 9, 
recessed April 3 and adjourned May 1. This year's regular session lasted 84 days compared with 82 days 
in 2015. 

By comparison, lobbyists' overall expenses were $860,000 in the 95-day regular session in 2011 and $1 
million in the 101-day regular session in 2013. 

The Arkansas Democratic-Gazette compiled figures on total lobbying expenses by reviewing more than 
1,150 monthly reports that 359 registered lobbyists filed during the first quarter. 

http://www.arkansasonline.com/news/2017/jun/11/lobbyists-report-695-000-spent-in-state-1/


This year's regular session is the second since voters in November 2014 passed Amendment 94 to the 
Arkansas Constitution. The amendment bars lobbyists from buying meals and drinks for lawmakers in one-
on-one meetings and small groups. That prohibition has reduced lobbyists' reported wining-and-dining 
spending. 

Amendment 94 allows lobbyists to buy food and drinks for lawmakers at "a planned activity" to which the 
entire Legislature, the House, the Senate or a legislative committee is invited in a written invitation 
distributed electronically at least 24 hours before the event. 

The regular legislative sessions over the past two years have been shorter than previously, which also has 
reduced expenses reported by lobbyists. Also, lobbyists are no longer required to disclose in lobbyist 
reports their contributions to the Senate president pro tempore dinner and House speaker's ball -- two 
expensive events. 

In addition to lobbyist reporting requirements, Amendment 94 extended the amount of time that 
lawmakers may serve in the Legislature; created a citizens commission to set salaries for state elected 
officials; banned direct corporate and union contributions to state elected officials; and extended to two 
years the period that former lawmakers are required to wait before they can register as lobbyists. The 
measure was sponsored by Rep. Warwick Sabin, D-Little Rock, and then-Sen. Jon Woods, R-Springdale. 

Graham Sloan, director of the Arkansas Ethics Commission, said that since Amendment 94 went into 
effect, he's received no complaints about a lobbyist paying for a meal for a state lawmaker or a small 
group of lawmakers. Although, it's possible that such instances occur, and the parties involved don't 
divulge it. 

The lobbyist who reported spending the most in this year's regular session was Chris Holbein of 
Gaithersburg, Md., who lobbies for the Humane Society of the United States. 

He spent $78,141.09 during the first three months this year, according to reports he filed with the 
secretary of state's office. His expenses included $75,935.20 on advertising; $1,399.04 on food, lodging 
and travel; and $806.85 for telephone expenses, according to his reports. 

Holbein is public policy director for farm animal protection at the Humane Society of the United States. 

He said he bought newspaper, television and online ads to urge people to call lawmakers and defeat the 
"ag-gag" bill, House Bill 1665 by Rep. De Ann Vaught, R-Horatio, that's now Act 606 of 2017. 

Act 606 creates a civil cause of action to punish people for unauthorized access to commercial property. 

Under the measure, a person who knowingly accesses a nonpublic area of commercial property and 
engages in an act there that exceeds his authority can be held liable for any damage that the owner or 
operator suffer. Commercial property includes a business, agricultural or timber production operations, 
and residential property that's used for business purposes. 

"We have waged major campaigns in whatever states these pop up in," Holbein said in a telephone 
interview last week. "We have helped defeat [measures in] more than 30 states across the nation, but a 
handful have passed over the past five years." 

Beyond Arkansas, he said, Idaho, Iowa, Missouri, North Carolina and Utah have enacted such laws in that 
five-year period. 

"The measures are meant to intimidate and suppress whistleblowers and undercover investigators to 
prevent people from exposing animal cruelty in meat, ag and dairy industries," he said. 



The Poultry Federation, Arkansas State Chamber of Commerce and agricultural groups pushed for the 
legislation in Arkansas, and "because of the clout that the poultry industry has ... they were able to pass 
this bill," Holbein said. 

But Poultry Federation President Marvin Childers of Little Rock, a former Republican state representative 
from Blytheville, said: "We didn't actively engage in this bill. 

"I didn't lobby anybody on House Bill 1665. I had too many other things on my plate," he said. "We didn't 
have anything to do with drafting it. ... I hate to even respond to extreme groups like HSUS. His comments 
are so factually inaccurate they don't even warrant a response." 

(During the first three months of this year, Childers reported $84 in lobbyist expenses on food, lodging 
and travel). 

Vaught said the Arkansas State Chamber of Commerce proposed the legislation. 

Chamber President Randy Zook said the bill was based on similar measures drafted by the U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce and Arkansas Farm Bureau. 

"It is called ag-gag, but it impacts all businesses," said Stanley Hill, vice president of public affairs and 
government relations for the Farm Bureau. 

"It is making sure that people who pose as employees are on the up and up on why they are there. Our 
angle is what is going on at the farms, and we don't want trespassers to have unauthorized access," he 
said. 

Hill said the bill doesn't affect whistleblowers. "If a farm practice is illegal, it's still illegal and should be 
opposed." 

Holbein said he asked during a meeting with the governor's staff that Gov. Asa Hutchinson veto the bill, 
but the Republican governor signed it. 

"This law protects employers from employees who might use their access to intentionally cause damage 
to the employer," Hutchinson said in a written statement. "This is a breach of trust from a position of 
loyalty, and should not be used to cause harm. Furthermore, this is balanced legislation that acknowledges 
that all whistle-blower protections under state or federal law will remain in place." 

Hill is among eight lobbyists who reported spending at least $20,000 during the first three months of this 
year. 

Most of Hill's $20,481.51 in lobbying expenses were for food, lodging and travel, postage and printing, 
according to his reports. 

Jeff Pitchford of Little Rock, director of state affairs for the Arkansas Farm Bureau, also is among lobbyists 
who reported at least $20,000 in expenses during the first three months of this year. He reported spending 
$20,568.93, including $8,476.75 for Farmers Day at the state Capitol. That event was held Feb. 8 at Next 
Level Events, and all lawmakers were invited. Hill said the Farm Bureau pays for about 100 farmers to go 
to the Capitol on that day. 

Pitchford's expenses also included a $5,000 contribution to the state Republican Party for the Reagan-
Rockefeller dinner in July and a $3,500 contribution to the state Republican Party to help pay for the House 
speaker's ball and the Senate president pro tempore dinner. The speaker's ball was held March 16 in Little 
Rock at the Robinson Center ballroom and the president pro tempore's dinner was March 30 at the Junior 
League building. 



Two years ago, several lobbyists amended their reports to disclose contributions to the Republican Party 
for the speaker's ball and the president pro tempore's dinner, even though they said they weren't sure 
the then-new law required it. They said they reported the spending out of "an abundance of caution." 

During this year's legislative session, House Bill 1401 -- sponsored by House Speaker Jeremy Gillam, R-
Judsonia -- was "amended in the Senate to allow political parties to host the events," Sloan said. The bill 
became Act 312 earlier this year. 

"Part of the amendment included 'clarification' that political parties aren't lobbyists," Sloan said in an 
email. 

"Historically, the events in question were paid for by lobbyists. Under Article 19, §30 [of the Arkansas 
Constitution], there were potential problems with that scenario. The bill ... cleared the way for political 
parties to pay for the events. Lobbyists are not prohibited from making contributions to political parties," 
Sloan said. 

Contributions to political parties don't meet the definition of lobbying, Sloan said. 

The state Republican Party received about $120,000 in contributions to help pay for the speaker's ball, a 
reception beforehand, a spouses' brunch the morning after, the president pro tempore dinner and a 
reception afterward. Most of the $120,000 was spent on preparing for, organizing and implementing 
those five events, said state Republican Party Chairman Doyle Webb. 

Cori Menkin of New York, a lobbyist for Everytown for Gun Safety Action Fund, reported spending the 
second-highest amount among lobbyists in the first quarter. 

Everytown for Gun Safety includes the Arkansas chapter of Moms Demand Action for Gun Sense in 
America that opposed House Bill 1249 by Rep. Charlie Collins, R-Fayetteville. That bill is now Act 562. 

It creates an "enhanced" concealed-carry handgun license to allow permit-holders with up to eight hours 
of extra training to carry their weapons onto the campuses of public colleges and into many publicly 
funded buildings, including the state Capitol. 

The Legislature subsequently passed Senate Bill 724 by Senate President Pro Tempore Jonathan Dismang, 
R-Searcy -- which is now Act 859 -- that's aimed at barring concealed-carry permit-holders from Razorback 
Stadium at the University of Arkansas, Fayetteville and at other locations hosting collegiate sporting 
events, plus the University of Arkansas for Medical Sciences and the State Hospital. 

Menkin reported spending $58,691.57 during the year's first quarter. Menkin's expenses included 
$44,334.68 for advertising, $13,737.75 for telephone costs, and the rest went for food, lodging, travel and 
printing, according to his reports. 

Menkin could not be reached for comment by telephone last week. 

"Wow," Collins said Friday when informed about the group's lobbying expenses. "It is consistent with the 
continued presence and tenacity and engagement of that group. That group came out of nowhere and 
have been very active in the debate." 

Mullenix & Associates -- the lobbying firm that includes former Rep. Ted Mullenix, R-Hot Springs, and his 
wife, Julie Mullenix -- reported spending the third-highest amount on lobbying during the first three 
months of this year. 

According to its reports, the firm's expenses included $21,684.46 for the Arkansas Realtors Association 
legislative reception on Feb. 22; a $5,735.45 legislative reception on Feb. 14; and $1,470.90 for a Feb. 1 
legislative breakfast for the Big River Steel company, which has a plant in Mississippi County. 



It also reported spending $1,532.95 for a Senate luncheon on March 8; $1,979.45 for a legislative review 
committee dinner for Oaklawn Jockey Club on March 15; and $738.31 to help pay for a March 29 Senate 
State Agencies and Governmental Affairs Committee dinner for Arkansas Realtors Association. 

Ted Mullenix said it's more difficult to lobby under Amendment 94, which also limits lobbyists to holding 
one planned event each week. 

"You don't just have the personal contact we had before," he said. "What's ironic about it all ... is 
sometimes we never ever talked about our business. People just got to know each other. 

"But I'm certainly not complaining," Mullenix said. 

 

 

The Spokesman Review 
June 14, 2017 

Mainstream ethics laws overdue in Idaho 

http://www.spokesman.com/stories/2017/jun/14/mainstream-ethics-laws-overdue-in-idaho/ 

Idaho’s political leaders might be experiencing twinges of guilt over lax ethic standards. Or, perhaps they 
want to head off another voter initiative that could tighten the rules more than they’d like. 

Whatever the case, top lawmakers are forming a formal legislative working group to study these issues. 

Last year, backers of a campaign finance and ethics initiative fell just short of the number of valid 
signatures needed to qualify for the ballot. The sweeping measure would’ve banned lobbyist gifts of more 
than $50 annually, reduced contribution limits to candidates and political committees, required campaign 

http://www.spokesman.com/stories/2017/jun/14/mainstream-ethics-laws-overdue-in-idaho/


finance reports to be reported electronically and posted online immediately, placed a one-year lobbying 
ban on public officials moving into the private sector and prohibited campaign donations from businesses 
holding state contracts worth $250,000 or more in the past two years. 

Unlike Washington state, Idaho makes it difficult for citizens to bypass the Legislature with initiatives. As 
Spokesman-Review reporter Betsy Z. Russell has pointed out, “No initiative has qualified for the Idaho 
ballot since state lawmakers in 2013 imposed the requirement to get 6 percent of registered voters’ 
signatures from each of at least 18 of the state’s 35 legislative districts.” 

The Legislature passed that law after voters passed three initiatives that overturned school-reform 
measures supported by the governor and the schools superintendent at the time. But while lawmakers 
tied down citizen initiatives, they let their ethics laws flap in the breeze. 

The state remains just one of three without financial disclosure requirements for any elected or appointed 
state official. It also doesn’t have a “revolving door” policy to limit how quickly a public official can move 
into a similar role in the private sector and begin lobbying. 

In 2009, the state Senate unanimously passed a bill establishing the state’s first financial disclosure 
requirements. But the bill couldn’t get a hearing in the House. 

Senate President Pro-Tem Brent Hill, R-Rexburg, and House Speaker Scott Bedke, R-Oakley, say they will 
name 10 lawmakers to a study group by Friday. This isn’t the first time. 

In 2012, a group was formed for the same purpose. As we said in an editorial back then: “Rather than 
reinvent the wheel on ethics, the working group could just turn to the Center for Public Integrity for the 
best practices in other states. For instance, Washington finished first in public disclosure, according to the 
center’s 2009 state rankings. The system is pretty slick. Information on a legislator’s sources of income is 
just a few clicks away.” 

We don’t expect Idaho lawmakers to abide by an aggressive initiative that didn’t make the ballot, but it 
wouldn’t be that difficult to adopt mainstream financial disclosure requirements and a lobbying pause for 
departing public officials to prevent them from immediately taking advantage of their previous positions. 

Failure to do so would once again invite an initiative with stricter measures. 

Columbia Basin Herald 
June 14, 2017 

KENTUCKY'S LARGEST LOBBYIST GROUP OPPOSES ETHICS RULING 

http://www.columbiabasinherald.com/article/20170614/AP/306149775 

Kentucky's largest and most influential lobbyist organization says it opposes a judge's ruling allowing 
lobbyists to give money to political candidates. 

The Kentucky Chamber of Commerce said Wednesday it is urging the Kentucky Board of Elections and the 
Kentucky Legislative Ethics Commission to appeal U.S. District Judge William Berlesman's June 6 ruling 
that dismantled several of the ethics laws that regulate contact between lobbyists and lawmakers. 

Specifically, Berlesman said it was now OK for lobbyists who are paid to influence state legislation to 
donate money to political candidates. He also said it was OK for lobbyists to buy gifts for lawmakers and 
to ask others to donate to their campaigns. 

The legislature passed the ethics laws, considered to be among the toughest in the country, after a scandal 
in the early 1990s that saw 22 lawmakers and lobbyists charged with giving and taking bribes relating to 

http://www.columbiabasinherald.com/article/20170614/AP/306149775


legislation affecting the horse industry. The FBI codename for the investigation was Boptrot, an acronym 
combining the abbreviated name of a legislative committee with the word "trot." 

"Kentucky has strong ethics laws which have guided us in the years since BOPTROT, kept our political 
system relatively clean and discouraged a 'pay to play' mentality," Kentucky Chamber President and CEO 
Dave Adkisson said in a news release. "It would be a disservice to the citizens of the Commonwealth to 
roll these reforms back. We urge the defendants of this lawsuit to file an appeal to maintain ethical 
boundaries in our legislative process." 

Legislative Ethics Commission counsel Kara Daniel said the commission has not decided whether to 
appeal. 

Records show the Kentucky Chamber of Commerce spent more than $126,000 lobbying the state 
legislature during its three-month session earlier this year, the most of any organization. It was also one 
of the chamber's most successful legislative sessions, as the new Republican majority passed laws banning 
mandatory union dues and abolishing laws setting wages for public construction projects. Both items were 
priorities of the chamber's members. 

If the ruling stands, it could cost the chamber's lobbyists during election season. The state has 138 
lawmakers, of which at 119 are on the ballot every two years. Lawmakers recently increased the maximum 
donation to $2,000 per candidate per election. That means including primaries, people can donate a 
maximum of $4,000 per candidate. 

Hartford Courant 
June 15, 2017 

Casinos And Energy Dominate Lobbying Spending At The Capitol 

http://www.courant.com/politics/hc-general-assembly-lobbying-winners-losers-20170606-story.html 

Businesses, nonprofits and cities and towns spent more than $25 million this legislative session trying to 
win favor with lawmakers and the Malloy administration, according to the most recent lobbyist filings 
with the Office of State Ethics. 

The filings only require the groups to outline their spending in broad categories — salaries, paid media 
and office expenses — but they provide a glimpse at some of the most contentious issues at the state 
Capitol. Health care, energy and casino gambling were among the most heavily-lobbied issues, with about 
$2.3 million alone spent on the high-stakes fight over a third tribal casino. 

MGM Resorts International spent in excess of $1.6 million to try to sink a plan by the Mohegan and 
Mashantucket Pequot tribes to build a third casino in north-central Connecticut. The gaming giant is 
constructing a $950 million resort casino in nearby Springfield. 

The tribes, which say the third casino is needed to protect Connecticut jobs and keep gamblers in the 
region from heading over the border, responded with more than $574,659 of their own lobbying 
expenses. The totals represent the latest figures available Wednesday on the Office of State Ethics online 
filing system. 

MGM relied upon a mix of its own staff lobbyists, like Uri Clinton, a Nevada-based attorney who flew back 
and forth to Hartford, and the services of lobbying firms from Hartford, New York and Washington. MMCT 
— the name of the tribes' joint venture — relied on lobbying firms but also bussed casino workers to the 
Capitol on multiple occasions during the session for press conferences, public hearings and to meet with 
legislators. 

http://www.courant.com/politics/hc-general-assembly-lobbying-winners-losers-20170606-story.html


The casino fight saw two former advisers to Gov. Dannel P. Malloy line up on opposite sides of the issue. 
The tribes retained the services of a firm that employs Andrew Doba, Malloy's former communications 
director, while MGM hired the lobbying group where Roy Occhiogrosso, a top Malloy strategist, now 
works. 

At the end of the legislative session, the tribes came out on top, with a bill passed allowing them to begin 
construction of a casino in East Windsor. But top Democrats in the House have said they expect legal 
challenges to the legislation. 

In another major coup for Capitol lobbyists, more than $2 million was spent by energy companies and 
advocacy groups in that field. Much of the spending surrounded legislation that would broaden access to 
electricity markets for the corporate owner of the Millstone nuclear power station in Waterford. Virginia-
based Dominion Energy said the measure was needed to keep Millstone profitable but opponents decried 
it as a "corporate bailout." 

Dominion shelled out $928,176 in support of that and other measures, but they were outspent by power 
producers and others that opposed the legislation. NRG Energy, Inc. spent more than $200,000 and 
Dynegy spent just shy of $100,000, with part of the money going toward a television and digital ad 
campaign urging legislators to "Stop The Millstone Payout." 

Eversource, the state's largest utility company, opposed the "Millstone" bill and spent $386,690 lobbying 
on that legislation and other issues. 

A watered-down version of the Millstone legislation passed the Senate in the waning days of the session, 
but the bill was not called in the House. 

Expenses soared for the casino and Millstone fights in part due to ad campaigns that ran on local 
television. MMCT reported $141,123 in paid media expenses while Dominion reported $651,210. 

Other top spenders this year included the Connecticut Hospital Association ($855,169), the Connecticut 
Association of Realtors ($539,664) the Connecticut Business and Industry Association ($476,839), the 
Connecticut Conference of Municipalities ($401,370) and the Connecticut Bankers Association ($325,240). 

The hospital association fought a provision in Malloy's proposed budget that would let municipalities tax 
nonprofit hospitals to generate much-needed income for cash-strapped cities. CCM was repeatedly 
critical of cuts in municipal aid that were contained within the governor's budget proposal and released a 
major report pushing for regionalization and sharing of services. Realtors held a major rally in Bushnell 
Park where UConn women's basketball coach Geno Auriemma was the featured speaker. 

CBIA, the state's largest business lobbying group, stayed out of the casino and Millstone fights, instead 
focusing its efforts on killing legislation it believed would create undue hardships for businesses, like paid 
family and medical leave and a higher minimum wage, and boosting pro-business bills. 

Lobbying will continue as legislative leaders and Malloy continue to work on a new, two-year budget that 
is expected to be adopted in a special session later this month. 

 

 

 


